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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the application filed on September 23, 2005. 

2. Claim(s) 1-20 is/are currently pending and have been examined. 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on applications filed in 
Australia on 11 April 2003, 4 July 2003, and 30 September 2003. Receipt is acknowledged of 
papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), for the application filed in Australia on 11 April 
2003, which papers have been placed of record in the file. It is noted, however, that applicant 
has not filed a certified copy of the application filed in Australia on 4 July 2003 and application 
filed in Australia on 30 September 2003 as required by 35 U.S.C. 1 19(b). 

Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed 
subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the following is 
required: The recitation of Claim 5 wherein the individual's place of birth is expressed in terms 
of tenth-minutes, hundredth-minutes and thousandth-minutes. The recitation of Claim 13 
wherein each transaction proposition includes a representation of a further location. The 
recitation of Claim 17 wherein identifies an individual in a law enforcement context. The 
recitation of Claim 18 wherein the unique personal identification key identifies a World Wide 
Web domain name for web services. 
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Claim Objections 

Claiml l-13and 15 objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to 
cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or 
rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



Claim 2, 3, 8, 10, 11, 13 and 16-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

• As per Claim 2 the section of the limitation of "previous issue of either parent" is 
unclear to examiner as to what is attempting to be encompassed by this recitation. 
Appropriate clarification and correction is required. 

• Regarding claim 3, the phrase "optionally" renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). Appropriate clarification and correction is 
required. 
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• As per Claim 8 the section of the limitation of "existence of a previous issue" is 
unclear to examiner as to what is attempting to be encompassed by this recitation. 
Appropriate clarification and correction is required.. 

• As per Claim 10 the examiner is not sure if the applicant is claiming some sort of 
translation device for global messaging purposes. Entire claim is unclear to 
examiner as to what is attempting to be encompassed by this recitation. 
Appropriate clarification and correction is required.. 

• As per Claim 1 1 the section of the limitation of "wherein the unique personal 
identification key forms the header of each transaction proposition" is unclear to 
examiner as to what is attempting to be encompassed by this recitation. The 
examiner does not understand how applicant wants the key to be the header. 
Appropriate clarification and correction is required. 

• As per Claim 13 the section of the limitation of "wherein each transaction 
proposition includes a representation of a further location, being the location of 
the transaction" is unclear to examiner as to what is attempting to be encompassed 
by this recitation. Appropriate clarification and correction is required. 

• As per Claim 16-18 the section of the limitation of the unique personal 
identification key that identifies a "patient, an individual in a law enforcement 
context and a world wide web domain name for web services for a global citizen" 
is unclear to examiner as to what is attempting to be encompassed by this 
recitation. Appropriate clarification and correction is required. 
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Claim(s) 19-20 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential elements of the overall claimed system, such omission 
amounting to a gap between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are, for 
example, a network, databases, computer, etc. The claims only require messages, a unique 
personal identification key, which these elements do not present any structural/physical 
components. For example system claims should recite physical/structural elements. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

4. Claim(s)s 1- 18 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non- statutory subject matter. 

A claimed process is eligible for patent protection under 35 U.S.C. § 101 if: 
"(1) it is tied to a particular machine or apparatus, or (2) it 
transforms a particular article into a different state or thing. See 
Benson , 409 U.S. at 70 ('Transformation and reduction of an 
article 'to a different state or thing' is the clue to the patentability 
of a process claim that does not include particular machines.'); 
Diehr, 450 U.S. at 192 (holding that use of mathematical formula 
in process 'transforming or reducing an article to a different state 
or thing' constitutes patent-eligible subject matter); see also Flook, 
437 U.S. at 589 n.9 ('An argument can be made [that the Supreme] 
Court has only recognized a process as within the statutory 
definition when it either was tied to a particular apparatus or 
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operated to change materials to a 'different state or thing' '); 
Cochrane v. Deener , 94 U.S. 780, 788 (1876) (A process is.. .an 
act, or a series of acts, performed upon the subject-matter to be 
transformed and reduced to a different state or thing.'). A claimed 
process involving a fundamental principle that uses a particular 
machine or apparatus would not pre-empt uses of the principle that 
do not also use the specified machine or apparatus in the manner 
claimed. And a claimed process that transforms a particular article 
to a specified different state or thing by applying a fundamental 
principle would not pre-empt the use of the principle to transform 
any other article, to transform the same article but in a manner not 
covered by the claim, or to do anything other than transform the 
specified article." (In re Bilski, 88 USPQ2d 1385, 1391 (Fed. Cir. 
2008)) 



Also noted in Bilski is the statement, "Process claim that recites fundamental principle, 
and that otherwise fails 'machine-or-transformation' test for whether such claim is drawn to 
patentable subject matter under 35 U.S.C. §101, is not rendered patent eligible by mere field-of- 
use limitations; another corollary to machine-or-transformation test is that recitation of specific 
machine or particular transformation of specific article does not transform unpatentable principle 
into patentable process if recited machine or transformation constitutes mere 'insignificant post- 
solution activity.'" (In re Bilski 88 USPQ2d 1385, 1385 (Fed Cir. 2008)) Examples of 
insignificant post-solution activity include data gathering and outputting. Furthermore, the 
machine or transformation must impose meaningful limits on the scope of the method claims in 
order to pass the machine-or-transformation test. 

It is also noted that the mere recitation of a machine in the preamble in a manner such 
that the machine fails to patentably limit the scope of the claim does not make the claim statutory 
under 35 U.S.C. § 101, as seen in the Board of Patent Appeals Informative Opinion Ex parte 
Langemyr et al. (Appeal 2008-1495). 
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Claim(s)s 1-18 is/are not tied to a particular machine or apparatus nor do they transform a 
particular article into a different state or thing, thereby failing the machine -or-transformation 
test; therefore, claim(s)s 1-18 is/are non-statutory under § 101. As currently written the steps 
recited in claims 1-18 are not tied to a machine, much less a significant tie to a particular 
machine (i.e. computer/processor/server/etc.). Appropriate correction is required. 



5. Claims 19-20 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim(s) 19-20, as recited, is/are directed toward a system for communicating data 
relating to particular individuals comprising messages and a unique personal 
identification key . However, the specific messages and a unique personal identification 
key (physical components) are not explicitly disclosed in the specification to properly 
define the system sought to be protected. Such messages and a unique personal 
identification key can be interpreted as computer code, per se, and are therefore 
unpatentable. The claims as written are directed to non- statutory subject matter, 
appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 



Claim 1-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Shanahan et 
al. (US 2003/0033288) in view of Eaton (US 2004/0083226) further in view of 
Duncan (WO 01/35360) 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the 
prior art of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply. Applicant, in preparing the response, should consider fully the entire 
reference as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Claim 1 - 

As per claim 1 Shanahan et al. teaches a method of uniquely associating transaction data with a 
particular individual, having the following limitations: 

• generating or obtaining transaction data for that individual (Paragraph [0013], Figure 6 
Items 612-616; Shanahan et al. definition of the used term entity, Paragraph [0126]) 

Shanahan does not disclose a method of: 

• associating the transaction data with a unique personal identification key of that 
individual (Page 6 Paragraph [0050] Lines 4-12 of Eaton) 

• the key expressed in human readable form and comprising a representation of the 
individual's first or given name, the individual's father's first or given name, the 
individual's mother's first or given name, the individual's date of birth (Page 6 Paragraph 
[0052] Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) 

• the individual's gender (Page 3, A. Horoscope Profile subsection 1. Line 8 and 16 of 
Duncan) 

• the individual's place of birth expressed in longitude and latitude (Page 3 Horoscope 
Profile of Duncan) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a method to include a server that uses the unique 
identifier to gather or retrieve the personal information for that individual from the database and 
transmit the personal information to the client (unique personal identification key Figures 3A-4) 
as taught by Eaton. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since many different organizations and 
people have maintained records which may contain information of interest and the development 
of computers has allowed information in general to be more easily obtained and distributed 
(Paragraph [0006] of Eaton) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a method to include the individual's gender and place 
of birth expressed in longitude and latitude as taught by Duncan. One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this 
way since gender and birthplace are important factors in gathering an individuals personal data 
for record. 



Claim 2 - 

Shanahan does not disclose a method wherein the unique personal identification key further 
comprises the first or given name of previous issue of either parent. Eaton teaches wherein the 
unique personal identification key further comprises the first or given name of previous issue of 
either parent. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to expand the method of Shanahan to include nodes 306 and 307 correspond to 
individuals in the second generation 324 and are representative of the parents of the individual 
represented by node 320 (Page 4 Paragraph [0038] Lines 10-13 Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) as taught 
by Eaton. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated 
to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since frequently, people are searching for 
identifying information about their family such as names, dates and places of birth and death and 
the like, but some people are interested in discovering other types of information as well such as 
religious information, health information and the like (Page 1 Paragraph [0005] of Eaton) 

CLAIM 3 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method having the limitations of: 
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• wherein the method includes the step of transforming the human readable form of the key 
into a non-human readable form and, optionally, the further retransformation of the non- 
human readable form of the key back into human readable form (Page8 Paragraph [0185] 
Lines 8-11 Figure 6 Items 612-616 of Shanahan) 

Claim 4 - 

Shanahan does not disclose a method wherein the individual's place of birth is expressed in terms 
of degrees and minutes. Duncan teaches wherein the individual's place of birth is expressed in 
terms of degrees and minutes . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to expand the method of Shanahan to include the individual's place of 
birth is expressed in terms of degrees and minutes as taught by Duncan (Page 3 Horoscope 
Profile; Page 16 Section 18.3 of Duncan). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would have been motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since 
degrees and minutes are necessary to get and accurate position of a specific location. 

The Examiner notes that Degrees, Minutes, Seconds and Decimal Degrees, Latitude/Longitude 
can be converted from one to the other. All forms of coordinate notations are capable of 
representing the same amount of data and the same precision, whether indicated in 
Latitude/Longitude, Degrees, Minutes, Seconds, Decimal Degrees, etc. Therefore, depending on 
which type of coordinate notation provided, one may have to do some conversion to result in a 
different coordinate notation. Thus, Latitude/Longitude, Degrees, Minutes, Seconds, Decimal 
Degrees, etc. are equivalents resulting in the same information, i.e. "place of birth". 

Claim 5 - 

Shanahan does not disclose a method wherein the individual's place of birth is expressed in terms 
of degrees, minutes, tenth-minutes, hundredth-minutes and thousandth-minutes. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the method 
of Shanahan to include the individual's place of birth is expressed in terms of degrees and 
minutes as taught by Duncan (Page 3 Horoscope Profile; Page 16 Section 18.3 of Duncan). One 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the 
method of Shanahan in this way since degrees and minutes are necessary to get and accurate 
position of a specific location. 

The Examiner notes that Degrees, Minutes, Seconds and Decimal Degrees, Latitude/Longitude 
can be converted from one to the other. All forms of coordinate notations are capable of 
representing the same amount of data and the same precision, whether indicated in 
Latitude/Longitude, Degrees, Minutes, Seconds, Decimal Degrees, etc. Therefore, depending on 
which type of coordinate notation provided, one may have to do some conversion to result in a 
different coordinate notation. Thus, Latitude/Longitude, Degrees, Minutes, Seconds, Decimal 
Degrees, etc. are equivalents resulting in the same information, i.e. "place of birth". 

CLAIM 6 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method having the limitations of: 

• wherein the association of the data transaction with a unique personal identification key, 
or the association of disparate data transactions each associated with non-identical keys, 
includes the step of evoking an indication of a degree of match, being a probability of 
correctness of match (Page 25 paragraph [390 ] Lines 4-13 of Shanahan) 



CLAIM 7 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 6 having the limitations of: 

• wherein, in the event of a non-perfect match of a particular key or keys, a candidate list 
of likely keys is evoked, each candidate associated with a probability or ranking 
(comparing) to indicate a degree of match (Page 1 Paragraph [0013] Lines 13-17 of 
Shanahan) 



CLAIM 8 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 6 having the limitations of: 
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• wherein the degree of match is generated in accordance with an algorithm biasing the 
probability of match in favor of characteristics selected from the group (category) of 
gender, date of birth, place of birth and existence of a previous issue (Page 25 Paragraph 
[0390]; Paragraph [0393] Lines 8-10 of Shanahan) 

Examiner interprets that Shanahan teaches that each group/category (i.e. gender, date of birth, 
place of birth and existence of a previous issue) will be separated by modules. 



CLAIM 9 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method having the limitations of: 

• wherein the transaction data is expressed in a machine parsable scripting language (Page 
21 Paragraph [0328] Lines 11-14 of Shanahan) 

CLAIM 10 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 9 having the limitations of: 

• the machine parsable scripting language having an organized and classified vocabulary of 
terms which derive from a natural human language to facilitate ease of comprehension by 
humans, the language based upon the use of expressions containing said terms and 
representing items of information, wherein said expressions selectively include 
contextual code components to provide a context of an item of information, the 
contextual code components comprising terms from said vocabulary, each term able to 
embody both an intrinsic meaning and a place value significance, the place value 
significance augmenting the meaning of the resultant expression depending on the 
positional relationship of the term to a contextual code component, so to provide a 
transaction proposition applicable to global messaging. (Page 18 Paragraph [0293] Figure 
26 of Shanahan) 
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CLAIM 11- 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 9 having the limitations of: 

wherein the unique personal identification key forms the header of each transaction proposition 

(Page 8 Paragraph [0185] Lines 3-4 of Shanahan) 

CLAIM 12 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 9 having the limitations of: 

• wherein each transaction proposition comprises an English text component for direct 
human apprehension, and a coded component for direct computer input. 
(Page 8 Paragraph [0185] Lines 4-5 of Shanahan) 

Claim 13 - 

Shanahan does not disclose a method wherein each transaction proposition includes a 
representation of a further location, being the location of the transaction. Eaton teaches wherein 
each transaction proposition includes a representation of a further location, being the location of 
the transaction. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to expand the method of Shanahan to include nodes 306 and 307 correspond to 
individuals in the second generation 324 and are representative of the parents of the individual 
represented by node 320 (Page 4 Paragraph [0038] Lines 10-13 Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) as taught 
by Eaton. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated 
to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since frequently, people are searching for 
identifying information about their family such as names, dates and places of birth and death and 
the like, but some people are interested in discovering other types of information as well such as 
religious information, health information and the like (Page 1 Paragraph [0005] of Eaton) 



CLAIM 14 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of having the limitations of: 
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• wherein the unique personal identification key or the transaction proposition further 
comprises a representation of altitude of location of place of birth or of the location of the 
transaction (Page 7 Paragraph [0174] Lines 5-7; Page 8 Paragraph [0185] Lines 5-8 {i.e. 
The transaction proposition of the location of transaction can be obtained from fax #} of 
Shanahan) 

CLAIM 15 - 

Shanahan et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 9 having the limitations of: 

• for global messaging (Item 1020) of transaction data, including the step of constructing a 
message block (Item 1018) from a series of transaction propositions held headed by a 
single unique personal identification key (Figure 10; Item 1020 Global Service 
Results/Global messaging; Item 1018 Transaction data and message block; Items 1014 
and 1026 series of transaction propositions; Item 1016 single unique identification key 
(file)) 

Claim 16 - 

Shanahan does not disclose a method of: 

• wherein the transaction data is patient healthcare data, and the unique personal 

identification key identifies a patient (Page 6 Paragraph [0052] Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a server that uses the unique identifier to gather or 
retrieve the personal information for that individual from the database and transmit the personal 
information to the client/(unique personal identification key Figures 3A-4) (Page 6 Paragraph 
[0052] Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) as taught by Eaton. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention would have been motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since 
many different organizations and people have maintained records which may contain 
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information of interest and the development of computers has allowed information in general to 
be more easily obtained and distributed (Paragraph [0006] of Eaton) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a method to include the individual's gender and place 
of birth expressed in longitude and latitude as taught by Duncan. One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this 
way since gender and birthplace are important factors in gathering an individual's personal data 
for record (Page 3, A. Horoscope Profile subsection 1. Line 8 and 16 of Duncan). 

Examiner interprets some information included in healthcare data as name, date of birth, gender 
and family history including mother and fathers name as taught by Duncan and Eaton. Examiner 
also interprets a patient being any individual seeking service. 

Claim 17- 

Shanahan does not disclose a method 

• wherein the unique personal identification key identifies an individual in a law 
enforcement context (Page 6 Paragraph [0052] Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a method to include a server that uses the unique 
identifier to gather or retrieve the personal information for that individual from the database and 
transmit the personal information to the client (unique personal identification key Figures 3 A-4) 
as taught by Eaton. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since many different organizations and 
people have maintained records which may contain information of interest and the development 
of computers has allowed information in general to be more easily obtained and distributed 
(Paragraph [0006] of Eaton) 
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CLAIM 18 - 

Shanahan r et al. further disclose(s) a method of claim 1 having the limitations of: 

• wherein the unique personal identification key identifies a world wide web domain name 
for web services for a global citizen (Figure 10 Items 1012 and 1020 of Shanahan) 

Claim 19-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Shanahan et al. (US 
2003/0033288) in view of Eaton (US 2004/0083226) further in view of Duncan (WO 01/35360) 

Claim 19 - 

As per claim 19 Shanahan et al. teaches a computer-based messaging system for communicating 
data relating to particular individuals, having the following limitations: 

• messages in a format of one or more blocks of data expressed in a machine parsable 
scripting language (Page 28 Paragraph [0428] Lines 1-4) 

Shanahan does not disclose a system of: 

• a unique personal identification key for said particular individual (Figure 3A-4 of Eaton) 

• key comprising a representation of a combination of the individual's first or given name, 
the individual's father's first or given name, the individual's mother's first or given name, 
the individual's date of birth (Page 6 Paragraph [0052] Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) 

• the individual's gender (Page 3, A. Horoscope Profile subsection 1. Line 8 and 16 of 
Duncan) 

• the individual's place of birth expressed in longitude and latitude (Page 3 Horoscope 
Profile of Duncan) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a method to include a server that uses the unique 
identifier to gather or retrieve the personal information for that individual from the database and 
transmit the personal information to the client (unique personal identification key Figures 3 A-4) 
as taught by Eaton. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this way since many different organizations and 
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people have maintained records which may contain information of interest and the development 
of computers has allowed information in general to be more easily obtained and distributed 
(Paragraph [0006] of Eaton) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
expand the method of Shanahan to include a method to include the individual's gender and place 
of birth expressed in longitude and latitude as taught by Duncan. One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the method of Shanahan in this 
way since gender and birthplace are important factors in gathering an individual's personal data 
for record. 



Claim 20 - 

Shanahan does not disclose a method wherein the unique personal identification key further 
comprises a representation of the first or given name of previous issue of either parent. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the 
method of Shanahan to include nodes 306 and 307 correspond to individuals in the second 
generation 324 and are representative of the parents of the individual represented by node 320 
(Page 4 Paragraph [0038] Lines 10-13 Figures 3A-4 of Eaton) as taught by Eaton. One of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to expand the 
method of Shanahan in this way since frequently, people are searching for identifying 
information about their family such as names, dates and places of birth and death and the like, 
but some people are interested in discovering other types of information as well such as religious 
information, health information and the like (Page 1 Paragraph [0005]) 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to EDWARD WINSTON whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7780. The examiner can normally be reached on MONDAY-THURDAY; 9:00AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Naeem Haq can be reached on (571) 272-6758. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



EBW 



/Naeem Haq/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4155 



